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tion. While the nongovernmental side appears to have greater flexibility
and can move more rapidly, one respondent asks why government
seems to have assumed that scientists from Western countries can take
care of international cooperation on their own. The communication
needs of scientists, essential to maintain interactions, is pretty much
left to the private sector and depends on a volunteer investment of
time and effort by individual scientists. Another respondent suggests
that the government has two principal roles, one facilitative and the
other active. The facilitative role is characterized not only by financial
support for international travel, fellowships, visits, exchanges, etc.,
but government can also create a climate that encourages international
cooperation, and can handle travel documents in a positive manner.
The active government role involves intergovernmental and interde-
partmental agreements for cooperation, memberships in international
organizations, and the hosting or sponsorship of international meetings.
Formal agreements are almost always politically motivated, and, as a
technique for doing science, are not efficient or cost-effective; however,
they do have value in the sense that they are a source of funds for scien-
tific activity and can convey signals to the national community as a
whole. The decline in travel funds and the creation of a climate restric-
ting the flow of scientific communication mar what has been a good
record of government involvement.

While acknowledging the responsibilities of the government in for-
mal intergovernmental relationships, several agency responses indicate
the importance of relations with the private sector, including univer-
sities, professional associations, and industries. Communication chan-
nels are diverse and include international program offices, the publica-
tion of formal reports, meetings, and journal reporting.

Institutional Anchors

What are the most helpful "institutional anchors" (e.g., universities,
foundations, professional societies, etc.) in the United States? How is
the United States plugged into the system?

Federal agencies, national and industrial laboratories, universities,
foundations, professional societies, and the National Academy of Sci-
ences (NAS)-National Academy of Engineering (NAE)-Institute of
Medicine (lOM)-National Research Council (NRC) complex, in-
cluding the U.S. national committee network, are cited as prominent
institutional anchors for international science cooperation. Univer-